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CURRENT TOPICS, 


Aw onpen, which we print elsewhere, directs a transfer of 
seventy causes from the list of Mr. Justice Prarsow to that of 
Vice-Chancellor Bacox, and of seventy causes from the list of Mr. 
Justice Currry to that of Mr. Justice Norru for the purpose only 
of trial or hearing. 





Ir 1s Now two months since the list of dormant funds in chancery 
was published in a special gazette, and, yet, in passing through the 
corridor where the Chancery Pay Office is situated, we observe the | 
old list of three years ago still posted up, while the new list is 
nowhere to be found exposed to inspection. 





Mr. Justice Wixts stated on Wednesday that it was his wish 
that the list should be cleared, and that he therefore did not intend 
to"encourage any system of the adjournment of cases from week to 
week. His general rule would be that, where a case was asked to 
stand over, it would be ordered to stand over until after the vaca- 
tion. His lordship, during the course of hearing ex parte applica- 
tions, observed that such applications constantly ‘put fim in great 
difficulty. In many of such cases it was impossible to come to a 
definite decision as to the advisability or non-adyisability of 
granting an order. Possibly those judges who had had greater 
experience with respect to such applications were free from the 
difficulties he felt. For his part he considered that where there 
was any degree of doubt the preferable course was to leave things 
in statu quo, and not to make an order in the absence of the party 
sought to be affected. 





Some myeENIoUs PERSON has discovered that the boilers under the 
Central Hall of the Royal Courts of Justice, which are connected 
with the lighting and warming of the courts and the building 
generally, are too small for their purpose. These boilers are being 
removed, and in order to effect the object an extensive aperture is 
being made by cutting away the pavement and of the steps at 
the main entrance. Ifit is nece thus te mutilate the building to 
remoye amall boilers, it is to be hoped that it may not become 
necessary to out more extensive alterations for the reception 
of any oor balen 





Iy examinine the list of actions transferred by the recent order 
from Mr.. Justice Pxarsow to Vice-Chancellor Bacow, it occurs 
to us te inquire how far the method of marking writs for the 
several judges of the Chancery Division, by a system of rotation, 
has had the effect of equally distri ibuting the work amongst them. 
It will be observed that all the actions transferred from Mr. Justice 
Prarsow’s list, with one exception, were commence in 1883 or 
1884, and, therefore, the larger number of them were instituted 
since the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1888, came into operation. 
In the list of actions transferred from Mr. Justice Onrrry there is a 
larger number of actions commenced under the old rules, and here 
again no accurate conclusion ean be deduced. It was hoped that 
the new plan instituted by ord. 5, r. 9, would have obviated the 
necessity for frequent and extensive transfers from one judge to 
another, The present transfer to indicate that the desired 
result has not been attained, but the causes now on the books have, 

robably, been ed by the existence of actions instituted 


arrived for applying the present experience as a test ef the work- 


ing of the rule. It would be a if the plan of 
marking by rotation should not ual te distribute the 
work cxtally amongst the four ju of the Chancery Division for 


whom writs may be marked ; but, in order to prove the effect af the 
rule, it seems necessary to wait until the cause-books contain no 
actions which were commenced before the 24th of October, 1883. 





— 


Ir was unpousTEDLY the intention of the framers of the Rules of 
Court of last that the right of administering interrogatories 
should be as extensive as possible, for ord. 81, r. 1, provides for 
their delivery, by leave of the court, in ‘any cause or matter,” by 
‘‘the plaintiff or defendant,” und it seems, , to have been 
a bold step to question the right to allow interrogatories upon 
a petition for the revocation of a patent, a proceeding which is sub- 
stituted by section 26 of the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 
1883, for the old procedure by seire facias. In In re Haddan's Patent 
(28 Sorscrrors’ Jounwat, 788) Mr. Justice Kay granted leave toad- 
minister interrogatories upon a petition of this character, on the 
ground that section 100 of the Judicature Act, 1878, was incor- 
porated for the purpose of interpreting the terms contained in the 
new rules. That section defined the word ‘‘ plaintiff” as inelud- 
ing every person asking for relief, ‘‘whether by action, suit, or 
petition,” and he therefore held it to be clear that he had power tp 
allow interrogatories in the ease before him. 





In prscussine recently (ante, p. 717) some remarks made by 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon upon the alteration in the wording of the 
‘* reputed ownership” elause of the new Act in the 
ee eee ae , we stated there was a 
good deal in the judgment e Vice-Chancellor, as reported, 
which we found it difficult to understand, and which we 
should not venture-to comment until a fuller re the facts was 
before us. We have now a fuller report of case before us in 
last week’s issue of the Wauxny Reporter (82 W. 
makes it easier to follow the grounds upén which 
cellor came to his decision. The chief point, 
utterly mele to or age he ju ng was 
appeared in the report case e 
1880, Biaxeway, the senior member of the firm, 
bank, as securities for advances te the firm, the 
7,018 shares > together with a 
shares, giving the bank authority to 
and notice 9 the deposit cots given to the 
Company.” The only inference which could 
statement of fact was that notice af the deposit was 
company immediately, or at least shortly, after 
upon this eats ofthe ease we were entinly a | 
the judgment of the Vice-Chancellor with the 
Westbury in Ex parte Stewart (138 W. R. 356 
remarks of the Vice-Chancellor himself as Chief J 
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parte Union Bank of Manchester, (19 W. R. 872, L. R. 12 Bq. 
354). But it now spent that inference which we drew 
is not a correct one, and that no notice of the deposit was given 
to the company until the 8ist of January, 1884, after the 
debtors had both committed an act of bankru the wo 
absconding, and the other by giving tice to his ereditors of 

suspension. i cy makes all the difference in the Moe 


, without ssing ¢ inion W r upan the 
pele wrte Np tinge fn Kc ol atts oR ly ore 


1 word- 
ing of the new Act upon the other facts in the case, which may 


probably come to be considened y a, hi we are glad that 
this point—which we believe ha iderable concern to 
many bankers thoughout the country— been solved so satisfac- 





fore the 24th of October, 1883, and, if so, the time has scarcely 


torily. 
44 
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Tue recent case of Gillard v. The Cheshire Lines Committee 
(32 W. R. 943) is an important decision as to the right of a 
tenant to recover damages for an injury to the demised property 
caused before the commencement of his term. The plaintiff had 
agreed to take a theatre at Liverpool for eight weeks. The defend- 
ants had acquired under statutory powers land adjacent to the 
theatre, and, about a month before the time for the plaintiff taking 
possession under the agreement, they made an excavation which 
rendered the retaining wall of the theatre unsafe, and, by order of 
the local authority, the theatre was not allowed to be open during 
the eight weeks for which the plaintiff was to have occupied it, and 
the latter thus lost all the profit which he had anticipated from his 
occupation. It was contended by the defendants that the plaintiff 
could not maintain the action, because an interesse termini was not 
an estate in land, and the whole estate was in the grantor till the 
commencement of the plaintiff's term; but the Court of Appeal 
unanimously upheld the decision of Baceartay, L.J., who had 
tried the case without a jury, and had entered judgment for the 
plaintiff. Bowzn, L.J., held that an interesse termini was 
more than a miere right of entry, being recognized by the law as 
an interest in a future term, coupled with a right to complete that 
interest. by possession. It was nota bare right arising out of a 
contract, but a right in rem, alienable at common law. Fry, L.J., 
laid down that the right was “not at all an equitable estate, but a 
right recognized by law, and one carrying with it, among other 
things, a right to enter.” A proprietary right had been vested in 
the plaintiff, and a wrong had been done, and he thought it a case 
where the court would necessarily find a remedy. It is to be 
observed that the proprietor of the theatre, with whom the defend- 
ant had contracted for the eight weeks’ occupation of it, had already 
recovered damages from the defendants in respect of the sume 
occurrence ; but, though this fact is not mentioned by either of the 
judges, it appears to have been assumed that that judgment was 
no bar to the later action, the rights infringed by the acts of the 
Gefendants in the two cases being entirely distinct. 





Tue conctupIne succestion of the letter in the Times last week 
on “ The ‘Administration of the Law ”’—which, we suppose, there 
can be no-impropriety in ascribing to the learned Master of the 
Rolls—was either written in temporary forgetfulness of the pro- 
visions of -R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 11, as to costs, ‘improperly, 
or without any reasonable cause incurred,” or was intended to 
foreshadow a still more drastic proposal. In either case the sug- 
gestion is surprising. After remarking that frivolous appeals have 
been stamped out, the writer says :— 


“* But in case they should arise again I would advocate a’statute giving 
_ to any court to declare, if it saw reason for so doing, that any 
tigation instituted by a colicitor, or any step in litigation carried out by 
him, was frivolous and vexatious, and ought not to have been undertaken 
@ reasonable, careful, or honest. solicitor, even with the consent or at 
grapes at his client, and upon such declaration to order that no costs 
allowed even between the solicitor and his client. ‘And if after 


‘such order'a solicitor were to accept ent it s 
SBccotact as # Solicitor, to be dealt With mentegy peo ay 
‘The first thing to be observed about this proposal is that it is not 
suggested that the solicitor should be heard in his own defence before 
the infliction upon him of what is practically a fine and disgrace. 
Ord. 65, r.11, is hampered with a provision that the court or 
judge may, if they or he think. fit, refer the matter to a taxing 
officer for inquiry and report; and direct the solicitor in the first 
place to show cause before such taxing officer. Even this mild 
18, it seems, to be abandoned. It is assumed that the 
judge who has tried the point in dispute between the parties to the 
action has also considered the question from the point of view of 
the taxing officer ; that without any evidence or discussion as to 
the conduct of the solicitor, the judge is fully quslified to pro- 
nounce upon it, and to inflict penalties upon him ; and that judges are 
20 infallible, so free from temporary excitement. and from personal pre- 
judice, that it will be safe to place in their hands this arbitrary 
power of fine and disgrace. These assumptions will seem strange 
to any one who considers that judges, however intellectually 
they may be, are not always possessed of even the average 
amount of human patience, equanimity of temper, and freedom 
from prejudice. But the thing which strikes us as the most 





strange, and even alarming, is that an English judge should adyo. 
cate the infliction of a penalty without affording the accused ap 
opportunity of being heard im his own defence. Why, even 
trustees of a charitable institution, on whom an arbitrary power of 
dismissal of officers is conferred by the foundation deed, are not 
allowed to effectually exercise it without giving the officer proposed 
to be dismissed an opportunity of defending his conduct, because, 
as the judges of the Court of Chancery often declared, it was con. 
trary to the first principles of justice to condemn a man unheard, 
But there are other points in the proposal hardly less surprising. 
The solicitor is to lose his costs, although the proceeding condemned 
as ‘frivolous and vexatious” was undertaken ‘‘ with the consent or 
at the request of his client.” In other words, the solicitor is to 
insure his client against the consequences of his wrongheaded 
obstinacy and litigiousness. The client is to be placed in the same 
happy position as an infant or a lunatic, and the solicitor is to bea 
kind of ‘‘next friend.” Can the learned author have considered 
the results of his proposal? Solicitors of standing would refuse 
to obey the requirement of a client to take a step in litigation 
which may result in a “declaration” involving considerable pro- 
fessional disgrace ; the client will be driven to place his litigation 
in the hands of practitioners who have little character to lose—a 
result which will certainly not be to the advantage of clients or 
judges. But, independently of this, we venture to say that it is 
contrary to honesty and justice that a solicitor should be fined for 
proceedings which he has been practically compelled by his client 
to undertake. The theory on which the proposal is obviously 
founded—that the solicitor has the power to prevent his client 
from undertaking steps in litigation—is contrary to the fact in a 
large number of the class of cases to which the rule is intended to 
apply. _ If the learned writer of the letter in the Times had had 
much experience of what takes place in a solicitor’s office, he 
would have known that there are not a few clients who are deter- 
mined that litigation shall be undertaken, however slender may be 
the chance of success; and who will say to their solicitor, “ Do 
what I tell you, or I’ll go to someone else.” The hankering for 
arbitrary and irresponsible jurisdiction over solicitors, shown by 
ord. 65, r. 11, with the letter to which we have referred, isa singu- 
lar characteristic of the bench of the present day.» We desire to 
speak with the highest respect of the judges; but it becomes 
necessary to point out that they do not constitute a tribunal of a 
perfectly satisfactory kind for exercising such a jurisdiction as is 
claimed. Before their elevation to the bench, they have usually had, 
through their clerks, transactions with a large number of solicitors; 
and must necessarily have acquired, through their clerks, opinions, 
favourable or the reverse, as to the character of solicitors. Cun 
they wholly divest themselves of these prepossessions in exercising 
their proposed arbitrary jurisdiction’? Again, theré have been, 
and always will be, judges ‘posséssed of “strong’’ views as to the 
inexpediency of certain proceedings sanctioned by the Rules of Court 
for the time being in force. See what an engine the jurisdiction pro- 
posed by the writer of the letter in the Times would place in their 
hands. A judge would only have to say that he would always 
declare that a particular proceeding was ‘‘ frivolous and vexatious,” 
in order practically to repeal the legislation of his brethren. 








The Manchester Evening Mail says that strong remarks, condemnutory of 
the working of the new Bankruptcy Act, were made at Birmingham on 
the 21st inst., at a meeting of the creditors of William P. Robinson, 
builder, who failed with liabilities £5,000 and assets £1,600. Though the 
creditors er geee 5s. in the pound, the money was lying idle; the com- 
position could not be paid until October, because the Bankruptcy Court 
was ‘‘on its holidays,’’ and would not return for nearly two months. 
The composition could not, it was stated, be paid without the sanction of 
the court. The debtor’s solicitor said the delay was tly prejudicial 
to creditors, whilst.several of the creditors ocistetltel the Bankruptcy 
Act as monstrous and a farce. 


The number of failures in England and Wales gazetted during the week 
ending Saturday, August 23, was 75. The number in the cocvaquends 
week of last year was 181, showing a decrease of 106, being a net decrease 
in 1884, to date, of 4,552.: The number of bills of e published in 
England and Wales for the week ending August 23, was 207. The 
number in the corresponding week of last year was 211, showing 4 
decrease of 4, being a net decrease in 1884, to , of 578. The number 
published in Ireland for the same week was 18, The number in the 

nding week of last year was 17, sh an increase of 1, being 4 





correspo' 
net decrease, in 1884, to date, of 571.—Kemp’s Mercantile Gazette. 
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“ CAUSE OF ACTION.” 


Tux meaning of the words “‘cause of action”’—a term which it 
is always difficult to define with precision—has recently been twice 
discussed by the Court of Appeal—first, upon a question as to the 
operation of the Statute of Limitations; and, secondly, in con- 
nection with the doctrine of estoppel. Mitchell v. The Darley 
Main Colliery Company (32 W. R. 947) was an action to recover 
damages to the plaintiff’s cottages through mining operations which 
had been carried on by the defendants below the surface of the 
land. All the coal workings had taken place in 1868, in which 
year the cottages were injured by a subsidence, but the damage 
was repaired by the defendants. In 1882 the same cottages 
were injured by a further subsidence, which was the cause of the 
mining in 1868, and in respect of which the action was brought. 
The defendants pleaded the Statute of Limitations, and the question 
was whether the statute ran from 1868 or from 1882. Hawkins, 
J., entered judgment for the defendants, on the ground that he was 
bound by the cuse of Lamb v. Walker (26 W. R. 775, L. R. 3Q. B. D. 
389), where the majority of the Queen’s Bench Division held, under 
similar circumstances, that, after a cause of action has once accrued 
in respect of a subsidence caused by an excavation, there can be 
no further right of action for a subsequent injury resulting from 
the same excavation ; while Cockburn, C.J., held that each fresh 
subsidence constituted an independent cause of action. 

There have been several very similar cases. In Nicklin v. 
Hilliams (10 Ex. 259), the Court of Exchequer held that the real 
cause of action was the interference with the plaintiff's right of 
support for his land, and that a subsequent subsidence from the 
same cause was not a fresh cause of action. But the leading case 
on the subject is Bonomi v. Backhouse (7 W. R. 769, 5 H. L. 
C. 503), where there was only one subsidence, which took place 
some time after the excavation which caused it, and the House of 
Lords held that the Statute of Limitations did not begin to run 
until the damage had actually accrued, although Lord Westbury 
expressed his approval of the decision in Nicklin v. Williams. In 
Whitehouse v. Fellowes (9 W. R. 556, 10 C. B. N. 8S. 765), 
a drain was maintained in such a manner that it collected 
water, which flowed into the plaintiff’s mines, and it was 
held that the causa causans of the damage was a continuing cause, 
which created a right of action as soon as the injury arose. 

In Mitchell v. Darley Main Colliery Company the Court of Ap- 
peal were unanimous in reversing the decision of Hawkins,J. The 
Master of the Rolls pointed out that the subsequent damage was 
not foreseen when the first damage was repaired by the defendants 
(which repair had the same effect as the payment of damages by 
the defendants), and also that the injury now sued for was as 
much the result of the omission to keep the surface of the land 
support as of the positive act of excavating the soil underneath, 
and he held that it followed, from Bonomi v. Backhouse, that 
fuccessive independent subsidences furnished independent causes of 
action. It was another necessary result of the judgment of the 
House of Lords that Nicklin vy. Williams was wrongly decided, 
and the latter case was also inconsistent with Whitehouse v. 
Fellowes, of which decision he entirely approved. He also inti- 
mated his agreement with the views expressed by Cockburn, C.J., 
in Lamb v. Walker, and he held that the Statute of Limitations 
did not begin to run until the subsidence in 1882 had created a 
new cause of action. Bowen, LJ., also thought that most of the 
reasoning in Nicklin v. Williams had been done away with by 
the su equent decision of the House of Lords, and he concurred 
Sar view of hg ine C.J., that each poe mae was a fresh 
interference wi e plaintiff’s enjoyment of his property. F 
L.J., thought that he was free to decide the “diene Gitisinlo, 
and he entirely agreed in the conclusions arrived at by his col- 
leagues, and in the law as laid down by Cockburn, C.J. 

The decision of the majority of the Court of Appeal in 
Brunsden vy. Humphrey (32 W.R. 944) substantially proceeded 
upon the same principle as that in Afitchell v. Darley Main 
Colliery Company. The question involved was a very simple one. 
The plaintiff was driving a cab which came into collision with a 
van which was being negligently driven by the defendant’s servant. 
The plaintiff brought an action in the county court for the damage 
thus caused to the cab, and he accepted the sum of £3 4s. which 


was brought in the Queen’s Bench Division to recover damages for 
personal injuries which bad been occasioned to the plaintiff by the 
same collision, and of which he alleged that he was ignorant at the 
time when he sued the defendant in the county court. A divisional 
court, consisting of Pollock, B., and J., had set aside a 
verdict for the plaintiff, on the that the recovery of 
damages in the county court action was a bar to the present action, 
the cause of action (that is to say, the negligence of the defend- 
ant’s servant, which had occasioned the collision with the cab) 
being in each case the same. 

It is to be regretted that the Lord Chief Justice, who was the 
dissentient judge in the Court of Appeal, did not more fully 
explain the grounds of his judgment, but he observed that ‘the 
plaintiff very naturally presses for judgment,” and that he would 
do no more than shortly express his dissent from his colleagues. 
It may be that his lordship thought that his own view had been 
sufficiently expressed by the judges in the court below. He held 
that, though the same act caused injury at the same moment 
to the plaintiff's pro and person in respect of different rights, 
the consequences of holding that two separate rights of action 


could be created at the same time might be so oppressive that he 
felt obliged to hold that the former action was a to the later 


one. The Master of the Rolls thought that the rule that nemo 
debet bis vexari pro eddem causd ought not to be applied to an 
action to recover damages which were not known when the former 
action was brought. He observed that the collision and the negli- 
gence of the defendant’s servant would not be actionable unless some 
appreciable injury was caused, but that, since two distinct 
successive injuries had arisen out of the collision, two 
independent causes of action had been creakd. ‘‘A very good, 
though not very accurate, test” in such cases was, whether the 
same evidence would support both actions, It was clear that in 
an action to recover compensation for personal injuries the plain- 
tiff’s case must greatly be dependent upon medical evidence, which 
would have been irrelevant in the former action. and, therefore, 
this test confirmed the conciusion that two distinct rights of 
action had accrued to the plaintiff. Bowen, L.J., who ap- 
pears to have been the only member of the court whose judg- 
ment was in writing, reviewed several of the older decisions 
on the subject of estoppel, from which he concluded that the 
question of the identity of two causes of action depends upon 
matter of substance, and not upon technical considerations. He 
laid considerable stress on the fact that two separate kinds of 
injury had been inflicted upon the plaintiff, which could not be 
identical causes of action merely because they were founded upon 
the same act of the defendant’s servant. The conclusion that the 
causes of action were distinct would be consistent with the previous 
decision of the court in Mitchell v. Darley Main Colliery Com- 
pany. He therefore declined, in the present case, to apply a 
maxim which could only be applied “by pursuing analogy to 
lengths which would involve practical injustice.” 

The final observation of Bowen, L.J., that the case was one “‘ in 
which I am conscious that lawyers of great authority do differ 
and will differ,” is illustrated by the circumstance that the view 
of two judges has outweighed the judgment of three judges, but 
the result of the case cannot be regretted. Every case of this 
kind must depend upon its own circumstances, and the tendency 
of the court will no doubt be to disregard technical rules, and to 
place the doctrine of estoppel as far as possible upon an equitable 
footing. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


CROWN WINDFALLS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—Permit me to draw the attention of your readers to the 
Intestates’ Estates Act which received the assent on the 14th 
inst. Before the ing of this Act estates reverting to the Crown 
could be reco with interest, no matter how long a period may 
have elapsed between the date of the intestate’s death and a claimant 
appearing. The new Act, however, applies the Statutes of Limita- 
tion to the recovery of these estates, abolishes petitions of right 
with reference thereto. Funds which have gone on accumulating 


centuries will thus be confiscated without the smallest publicity being 





had been paid into court by the defendant. The present action 


given to the fact of such confiscation, 
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. Stanley Leighton endeavoured to obtain the insertion of the 
Glatiée :-—“ (Antinal Return to Parliament.) Within six 
ore eae this Act there shall be presented to Par- 
& return showing (1) the total amount of money in the hands 
the Crown’s nominee arising from intestates’ estates; (2) the 
names, addresses, and descriptions of intestates, the amount of each 
and the date of the letters of administration. Such return 
shall be published three times in three London newspapers, and also 
in a newspaper circulating in the neighbourhood where the intestate 
died. A similar return shall be satay published a8 an appendix to 
the Crown’s Nominee Account.” 
The » however, was opposed by the Government, and the 
through Committee at a time (August 9) when full dis- 
eussion was impossible. 
I would venture to suggest that the Government might reasonably 
the initiative and volunteer the information indicated in Mr. 
Leighton’s clause, and so save the necessity of discussions in 
iament next session. 
_. 1 may add that (thanks to Sir Herbert Maxwell) the ‘‘Crown’s 
Nominee Account,” just issued, contains in an appendix the names 
‘and addresses of intestates whose estates have reverted to the Crown 
during the year 1883, and also a list of aceounts in the books of the 
pera. penn dey my credit of Tr funds of ry less eats £10 
ained undi of in respect of the estates of persons dyi 
intestate (being either illegitimate or without known kin), These 
lists, however, are of little value, as they have reference only to 
ively recent cases, and the amount of the fund claimable in 
each case A very item most essential for claimants) is not stated. 
Some of these “Crown windfalls” are of immense value. For 
instance, the undisposed-of residue in the Perton case amounted to 
£200,000; the personalty in Mrs. in Brown’s case (recovered 
from the Crown after ten years’ litigation), to £200,000; and the per- 
sonality in Mrs. Helen Blake’s case (still undisposed of), to £140,000. 
There is absolutely no reason why there should be any secrecy as 
to these ‘‘Crown windfalls”; in fact, it has been clearly proved 
that as to unclaimed funds leads to the levying of blackmail 
can 


& 


ve scandals. Full information as to In intestates 


ed at the India Office on payment of 1s. ; and lists of 


intestates are periodically published in the London Gazette. 
similar information as to the estates of persons dying intestate 
or i in the United Kingdom is not made accessible to the 


public at the Treasury is not easy to be understood. 
EDWARD PRESTON. 





ROSCOE’S CRIMINAL EVIDENCE. 
[Lo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sit,—In your favourable notice of the tenth edition of Roscoe’s 
Criminal ee your reviewer says:—‘‘The necessity for con- 
densation, and the fact that the offences will ordinarily be summaril 
tried, afford ample justification for the omission of the provisions wi: 
reference to corrupt and illegal practices at elections, contained in the 

Practices Act, 1883, notwithstanding that under section 43 

(5) the person charged may be prosecuted on indictment.” Iam 
afraid your readers may gather from this that ‘‘ corrupt practices” 
are omitted, which is not the case. Only “illegal practices” are 
omitted, because they are punishable upon summary conviction, and 
are therefore without the scope of Roscoe, the only exception being, 
#8 your reviewer points out, under section 43 (5), which is duly 
noticed on P $47. All indictable offences are, I believe, dealt with in 
the text. It is quite possible that your reviewer may not have 
t there are three titles—one ‘‘elections,” another 

“bi »” and @ third “ personation.” I am not quite sure that I 

ve Fight in preserving them, but when a book has acquired a 

; soma oa is oe to alter its arrangement. 

§ Paper- 1 i emple, Aug. 19. ORACE SMITH. 

[The intention of the ran cond was, of course, as the context shows, 
: rand to illegal practices punishable on summary conviction.— 


rf 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Francts Evwarp Hanes, solicitor (of the firm of Hedges, Son, & 
Marshall), of Meee) nar has elected Town Clerk of that borough, 
CR tee ene father, Mr. Charles Hedges, who is also clerk to 


the magistrates. Mr. ¥. E. Hedges was admitted a solicitor in 


Mr. Cuantzs Forrzscvr, solicitor (of the firm of Fortescue & Sons), of 
Banbury, has been appointed a P Commissioner for Oxfordshire 
ok Waretciathice tor taking Soy seer mn of Deeds by Married 


Mr. Cnartas Avovervs Sanpznsox, solicitor, of Blackburn, has been 





appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 


Mr, Gzorce Dickinson Byrrexp, solicitor (of the firm of Houghtons& 
Byfield), of 85, Gracechurch-street, and of Barnet, has been elected Cletk 
to the Friern Barnet Local Board. Mr. Byfield was admitted a solicitor 
in 1873. He is clerk to the Barnet Board of Guardians, Assessment Com. 
mittee, School Attendance Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, and 
to the East Barnet Valley Local Board. 








OBITUARY. 


MR, HENRY EDWARD SILVESTER. 


Mr. Heayy Edward Silvester, solicitor, of Beverley and Pocklington, 
died at the former place on the 31st ult. Mr. Silv was admitted a 
solicitor in 1842, and he had practised fot about forty yeats at Beverley, 
He had also had, for many years, an office at Pocklin; , and he was, at 
the time of his death, in with his son, Mr. Harold Arthur 
Silvester, who was admitted a solicitor in 1876. The deceased Was @ com- 
missioner to administer oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, and 
also a commissione? . en for taking affidavits in the Supreme 
Court of the colony of V . He was clerk to the Beverley Commission 
of Sewers, and seciétary to the Hast Conservative Association, 
Mr. Silvester had been several times or of Beverley, and he was one 
of the h magistrates. He was a director of the Beverley 
Waterworks Company. 





MR, GEORGE ASHLEY. 


Mr. George Ashley, solicitor (of the firm of Ashley, Tee, & Son), of 7, 
Frederick-place, Old Jewry, died a few days ago at an advanced age. 
Mr. Ashley, who was one of the oldest mem of the profession in the 
City of London, was admitted a solicitor in 1826, and he had ever since 
carried on a large business in the City. He was, at the time of his death, 
associated in ership with Mr. James Tee and Mr. Thomas Joseph 
Tee, Mr. Ashley was one of the few surviving attorneys of the Mayor's 
Court, who formerly enjoyed a monopoly of practice before that tribunal. 
He held that tion from 1830 till 1858, when he received compensation 
upon the abolition of the privilege. 


MR. WILLIAM HICKMAN, 


Mr. William Hickman, solicitor, of Southampton, died on the 22nd 
inst. Mr. Hickman was born in 1823. He was admitted a solicitor in 
1854, and he had practised for nearly thirty years at Southampton. He 
or 


was a commissioner fi and Southampton, and he 
had a and im; rivate . He was solicitor to the South- 
ampton ur e had for some years in partnership with 


his son, Mr. William John Hickman, who was admitted a solicitor in 
1870, and is clerk to the Southampton School Board. Mr. Hickman took 
an active part in local business. He had filled the office of mayor of 
Southampton, and he was a magistrate and an alderman for the borough. 
His death is universally lamented, 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


ORDER OF COURT. 
Monday, the 25th day of August, 1884. 

Whereas, from the present state of the business before Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon, Mr. Justice Gnitty, Mr. Justice North, and Mr. Justice Pearson 
respectively, it is e ient that a portion of the causes ed to Mr. 
Justice Pearson should be transferred to the Vice-Chancellor nm, and 
that a portion of the causes assigned to Mr. Justice Chitty should for the 
pape only of trial or beering we transferred to Mr. Justice North ; Now 
, the ¢ Honourable Ro Sel Lord High Chancellor 
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af 
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: 
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and set in the several offices of the Chancery Division of the 
High Court of Postion i 
First Scuzpuzs. Hodgson ¥ Hyton 1884 H 487 3 
From Mr. Justice Pearson to Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon (Witness and | J v Meyer 1884 J 28 6 May 
Non- Witness Actions). Stapleton v 1883 8 3,740 
Pike v Webster Harrison vy Pike 6 
1883 P 1,366 23 April In re Firmin v Firmin 1883 
In re Hodgson Beckett & Oo v F 2,373 6 May 
Ramsdale 1843 H 3,229 26 A v Hammersley 1884 H 
ar aagh Ba isss”"8 2474} Mosy, Bart vy Cursiam 1883 M 
v f Vv 1 
May 4,195 8 May 


Aug. 36, 1884. 
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Chester v Powell Powell v Chester 
1883 © 2,060 8 May 


-Date vy Hall-Dare 1883 H 
3,142 9 May 
Hon A M.P. + Earl of 


Ellesmere 1883 E 1,042 10 May 

Meade v Troupe 1883 M 2,162 
15 May 

In re Howes Broomhall y Howes 
1883 H 3,119 16 May 

Power v Parker 1888 P 1,745 
17 May 

Ine R iyi In re J. W. yal 

erbert vy Rymill 1883 

R 1,453 17 May 

In te Plant Olark v Tabraham 1884 
P 333 19 May 

vitor Wa 1883 W 4,437 


May 
M. E. Smith y R. T. Smith 1883 § 
4,238 21 May 
Brown, Janson & Co vy Alston 1884 
B 1,026 22 May 
Pagsivel vy Dunn 1883 P 2,568 


Datey y Chatterton 1883 D 58 
Lincolh 26 May 

Heintz v Civil Service Supply Asso- 
ciation 1884 H 537 27 May 

Heintz y 8. Maw, Sons and Thomp- 
son 1884 H 232 27 May 

National Provincial Bank of Eng- 
land Imd v Jackson 1883 N 1,187 


ml May 
v North Staffordshire 
Ry Col 1883 W 1,632 29 May 
¥ coher y v Mayor &c. of Buts- 
29 May 
land Scouritics Co lmd v Salaman 
1883 LL 2,457 30 May 
Newton v Evans 1883 N 
June 
Stenning v Wolff 1883 8 3,829 ] 
4 June 
—— v Day 1883 W 2,943 
J 


une 

In re Wall Jackson Bristol & West 
of England Bank Imd Bristol &v. 
Bank v Jackson 1384 W 364 
4 June 

Mand v Lovell 1884 M 996 4 June 

Gelirig, Bros. v Heintz 1884 G 541 
6 June 

Tatrant v Taylor 1883 T 2,294 
9 June 

bel orp vy Thomas 1884 W 176 

0 June 

Seflarh ¥ Bocsty 1884 Z 13 11 June 

In re Davis Davis v Boydell 1884 D 
588 11 June 

Robinson v Aldridge 1884 R 358 
11 June 

Church v Stockham 1884 C 1,523 
11 June 

Saville v Hunt 18848 1,158 12 June 

— vPoole 1884 W 1766 12 


Jun 
White v Goldring 1882 W 5,071 
13 June 
Martin v H. Smith & Son 1881 M 
1,051 18 June 
Bailey v Badham 1883 B 6,565 
16 June 
Corey v Reid 1883 C 3,065 19 June 
Gray v 1883 G 1,765 20 June 
In re Ed Yate y Bluck 1884 
E 372 20 June 
ag 2 West L 647 28 Jue 
De Caux ¥ Tee v 
1883 D 2, 5 Jul 
Macalester vy Blake 1 M 86i 


Mocyal Williams 1884 
1 1,838 
ray" ns 
Foris y Bigland 1884 P 812 
y Dimbleby v Gallo- 
vipers 


582 3 


“1884 304 7 July 
¥ Starey 1883 W 


y Walker 1883 F 2,132 


Neth Kipping 1883 W oan | ap 





In re Ohirm vChirm 1883 
O 2,990 23 July 

Pullepen ¥ Pawo. 1883 F 1,619 

u 

In re Hobson Hobson v Hobson 
1883 H 3,648 ely 

Ashwin y Ashwin 1883 1,324 
25 July 

Allbutt v Marcussen 1884 A 538 


28 July 

Baines ¥ Prideatxs 1883 B 3,628 
30 July 

Smart y Wiseman 1884 8 2,095 

Wie er y Strutt 1884 W 54 

In re v Readdy 

Teer . ner 1883 
velyan v 

Tie Tau. 

Wake v and ors 1884 W 
271 TA 


In a Schletter Lloyds, a ge 
and Bosanquet’s 
Schletter 1884 8S ong 7 Aug 
Szconp Scuepu 
From Mr. Justice Chitty to Mr. 
Justice North (Witness Actions). 
Clark and ors. v South Western 
GasCo 1883 GC 5,893 20 Feb 
Dope ¥ Boge 1883 P 206 22 Feb 
eee 1883 B 641 


Beddington y De vy Deischmann 1883 B 
Blenland + Blaciand 1881 B 2,126 
8 March 


Heywood vy Sutton 1883 H 3,491 
11 March 
Ellis ¥ Newsome 1882 E 774 12 
March 


Hunt v Penley 1884 H 292 12 March 
— v Robertson 1883 Y 190 
4 March 


Woodgate v Commrs. of Sewers of 
City of London 1882 W 3,019 
14 March 


4 
Budgett v Coal and Iron 
Oo. Imd B 6,011 14 Match 
R fo 7 Beara 1883 B 119 ev 
oyle 1882 R 2,829 18 
Stevens ¥ M Ry 
Co 1804 8 639 25 March 
Phipps cellor, Masters, &c, 
Oxtd University 1883 P 2,885 
Pad sa 1882 H 4,842 
v Genese 
March 


29 
Gilbert v Gonard 1883 G 2,804 
March 


29 
rye Falkner 1883 J 1,717 
Eccleston v Williams 1883 E 1,096 
4 April 
NT ape v Newman 1883 N 1,256 
Jaunlnge v Turney 1884 J 270 
17 A 


In re =~ on dec Bowes v 
Hutt 1883 4,962 ft Y Ape 
Geaty vy Sun 


er Boc 1883 6 OTA 
Bere fenton 1883 B 1,559 


sao Paliieee thee as pet wis 
a Hout 
Sats ge 


ERP ra i ae 
Theobald» Collings 1684 1 938 


od ae 
cers Deel 1869.8 9,00 


i praia 1683 J 1,008 
























Shorrock v Darwen Paper Mills Co lear + ~ “ibarmatnd 1883 8 1,494 
Imd 1883 8 5,361 1 May 
wae Pace it a | 
ett v Young 4 June 
| Bolton v Mills 1883 B 755 
R = Jones v Rogers 1882 7 June 
7 1,825 3 May Bourne ¥ as ta 
e v Demaine 1882 D 11 1983 'B Obed 
Os uae | Whitestone ¥ Woodhouse 1882 
In re Sutcliffe, dec Mitchell ¥ Sut- | Ww ame 10 June 
cliffe 1883 8S 5,271 7 May Richmond 1883 H 
In re Dyer, dec 7 v Bennett | 5,017 14 June 
1882 D’ 2,222 § May | Chilton v Baylis 1884 B 106 
Ogden v 1883 © 51410, i12June 
Jones vy Andrews 1883 J 1,554 
Collis v Drake 1883 © 26 1s wy 17 June 
In re Sit R. S dec v| Phelps v Baxendale 1884 P 871 
Sharp 1882 2,595 15 18 June 
Gardner Tepling 1983 G@ 2, v Hazell 
1883 P 2,967 18 June 
United elephone Colmd v Hearder | Standard Discount Co 1d v Brunton 
1884. U 144 21 May Bourke & Co 1883 8 1,993 
Pellew v Life Association of Scot- 18 June 
land 1883 P 2,890 21 May | Beauclerk v Shaw 1883 B 5,314 
In re Prince Batthyany Strattmann, | 23 June 
dec Prince Batthyany Strattmann | Gates v Mount 1882 G 692 
v Walford 1883 B 2,623 22 May} 24 June 
In re Morgan dec v Gloucestershire | Neath Water Co y White 1882 N 
Banking Co 1883 wes reng = 4 795 25 June 
Hart v Purnell v Hart 1 a8 | Allbveen y Brooking 1884 A 70 
mets Pees» Daihen hang 
yor of Swansea ¥ re Harvey v 
1884 S 469 27 May | Lambert 1881 H 3,737 4July 
Rayney v Simpson re Bank- Walker vy James 1884 W 678 
ruptcy of B Maldon, 10 July 
& Oo) 1883 R 1,34 re 
27 May ld & ors 1882 W 


1883 T 1,199 14 July. 


ines & Cov Weston 1883 8 | 
Sz.Borne, C. 


4,763 30 May 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
Jomrt Stock ComPanrzs. 


Frenon ELEcTRICAL cas, owes B 
ed t 3 at 12, at 
for the appointmen AL 
GLO: ay yy AY are 
iqto send thar oumes and sddessos the particulars their 
i, is appeinted for hear and adjt tin re ' 
poe ss sacha ton : 
Monday, N oo erento eg 
Onows uaa ara Naviasror Comat, Lin Frey thet 
Ee eh ered 
4 “Eparap.— yo 
for Clutterbuck and on Bape 10 games and 


fe ieee 


“Pier. are before 
Pe oped 





ie debts 





CLAIMS. 
CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANGERY, 


CREDITORS’ 
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‘Shsianers. James, Barnsley, York. Aug 30. McLintock -v Ownsworth, Pear- 


pit Ownsworth, 
may Tacetas Dovdsss, ‘Sibstone Rectory, Leicester, and LypiA FRANCES 
Weston sui erset. 30. Page v Page, Pearson, J. 


Som: 
Bain, Weston super Mare, Somerget Sept Ane, 8) 


[ Gazette 
Buvxs, Peacy, Darlington, Durham. Oct 25. Watson v Buckland, Chi 
CEOPrER, VELLIAM RAMEDEN, Leeds, Innkeeper. Oct 1. Atkinson see, 


DEADMAN. Hora: oe ALEERT, Hastings, Draper. Sept 18. Tompsett v Deadman, 


By Le Jones, Hastings 
'Y, Glynde ter, Lavender hill, Civil Posing. Oct-1. Bank v Hall, 
— J, Venning and Co, Gresham house, Old Broad 

Gazette, Aug. 12.) 


if 
Ext1s, Rev Rosuae, North Grimston, York. Sept 30, Teesdale v Ellis, Chitty, J. 
GaACcHEs, Soe Paste, Peterborough. Nertianapton, Solicitor. Oct 1. 


Newton v Gaches Yates, New inn, Stran 
GRANE, GEORGE, Chalteaks a Rane § Sept 30. ies vy Grane, Pearson, J. 
Milsom v Scobey, Kay, J. 


Bedford row, Holborn 
Musom, had Stapleton, Gloucester. Oct 1. 
PaGz, Rev Taomas Dove3as, Sibstone Rectory, Leicester, and LypIA FRANCES 
Page, Westonsuper Mare. Sept30. Page v Page, Pearson,J. Gover, Adelaide 
Bier in Sent Builder. Sept 12. Rees v Rees, Bacon, V.C. White, 


ec Caen 
Cromwell rd, Gent. Sept 30. Best v Trevor, 
Sees We Warburton Mas Manchester 
(Gazette, Aug. 15.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
ALEXANDER, Joun Lyon, Delahay st, Westminster, Esq. Sept 21. 
and Co, B: lane 
‘Joun Rem, Southampton, General. Oct 1. Robins and Peters, Bas- 


B a Wixazist, Bury, Lancaster, Draper. Septs8. Grundy. 
(arson, WILLIAM, Deptford, Butcher. Sept 6. Lockyer, By. aan 
DANDRIDGE, JAMES, Deptford, Kent. General Merchant. pt 6. Lockyer, 


Phampton Weston super Mare, Gent. Oct 30. Shelton and Co, Wolver- 


Dewnuriret, THomas, Halifax, Gent. Sept 27. Sutcliffe, Hebden Bridge 
Dorron, Hi: Hon mn JOHN Tuomas, Alresford, Hants. Sept 15. Johnson and Master, 


eran Temcens, Derby, retired Butcher. t 30. Jackson, Derb: 
GREENHALGH, ——. SAcbers, nr Middleton. neaster. Goes 8. dy, B 
> BJA, Brown, Berwick on Tweed. Sept 15. Johnson and ter, 
’srd 
Haut, GEorGE. Liscard, Cheshire, Plumber. Sept 8. Grace and Co, Live - 
Hayror, Tom Jouyx, Westwood: yates Manor, Dorset, Gent. December 4. 
pty Whitchurch, Hants 

er newer. JOHN, Meltham, nr Huddersfield, Farmer. Sept 30. Laycock 
an % 


7 e! 
Horas, Jou, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Gent. Sept 23. Cottrell and Son, 
JURY, BEATRICE, Liskeard, Cornwall. Oct 3. Coad, Liskeard 


Wri, Manchester, Registrar of Births and Deaths. Sept 10. 
Boote and , Manch 





Vandercom 





MONTGOMERY. NNIS, "Ashby. "St Ledgers, Northampton, Gent. Sept 30. Bur- 
ton and Willo ughby, Daventry . of 

MokrzIs, a, Foeccore, F Shopkeeper. Aug 30. Parker, Worcester 

Nisunrr, JOHN DANIEL THOMAS, ‘Haresfielé ct, Gloucester, Esq. Sept 30. 


aumsenae and Gardom, Coltegs § Green, Gloucester 
t Hon JoHN Wurm, of, Grosvenor sq. Sept 17, 

ae and Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 

Scorr, Wri Davin, Birmingham, Hosier. Sept 19. Jelf and Latham, Bir- 

‘ian SaRan, Richmond, Surrey. Oct 31. Hees and Groom, Gray’s- 


CHARLES, Norton, TimberMerchant. Sept 6. 


Fac gy Y portrenme pean, ¢ ‘aylor, age | 


Fite Aug. 12.) 
yng 7m ny Cornwall rd, Westbourne pk. Sept 29. Wostea ffe and a Co, New 
sq, 
Barnett, Francis Aucustvus, Clifton, Gent. Sept 1. Barnett and Gilmore, 
Brook and Co, Live: eh. 


Bupp, Jonny. Bihanbeod, owes Dentist. Sept 11. 
DEMPSEY, MELDON house sq, M.D, Novi0. Gowing an 
Finsbury pon ttl eggs 


or Yan Colney see. Friern Barnet, Farmer. Sept 29. Phipos, wailen: 
Ets, ae Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Sept 3). Whitley and Co, Liver- 
gor Mineaxne e Jeapetas, Southwick st, Hyde pk. Novi. Simp- 
Cuyerre Geyecie How roms, Kent, Builder, Sept 16. Howard and 


eee Threadneedle 


Gotaawe, Louma Many Gnoxoux. Finchley rd, St John’s W: b 
Wilde ind Go, College nil ‘A, chley t John’s Wood. Sept 29, 
med, it 15. Bee Little Britain, E.C, 

Po Loe tty : t. Sept 26 
er yne, b 

and Bottomicy, Ashton under Lyne 
LamMseEnt, ExizaseTu, York. Oct16. Cobb, York 
Hampstead. 


Oct 12. Warburton and 


JAMES, Manchester, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Sept 26. Darnton 
and , Ashton under Lyne 
Fveee, 2oge (ALL, Atherton, Lancaster, Corn Dealer. Sept 30. Hope, 


m3 ae. 7 mecwons, Lisbon, Portugal, Esq. Sept 20. Maples and Co, Frederick’s 
Hexham, eramherinn’. t1. Kirso xham 

ae MAnry, Lowestoft, Suffolk oe Low: pp, He 

8a azle Sleds " staffordshire Trainer of Race Horses. 


JOSEPH, H. 
rook 
Pinchard and Son, Taunton 


WILLIAM 
War Walb 


See ares JOHN JAMES, Se Pencliyy a bbe Bren Oct 15. Wade and Lyall, 
SPARROW. Sbevxr, Dovercourt, Essex, Farmer. Sept 9. Coburn and Young, 
1 ea Ree Cha eld within Pilkington, Lancaster, Gent. Sept 
by a » Rev JouN, Thornycroft Hall, Chester. Sept 23. Longueville and 


7. Henry, - 





Oct 10. Ame. New oe st 
Hosts and ompson, 
Rice and a og 
pt SD. Fletcher,” Blackburn. 
ey fs 15.) 
Buckell, New- 


WabdE, Joun, St 
wo 


, Os Reason Jitencoe 
Ser de een tie 


[ 
Atrrit, Henry, Whitwell, Isle of Wight, Yeoman. Sept 29. 
pisxea, Hewry, Sheffield, Farmer. Oct1. Barker, Sheffield 
Bowen, ANNE, W. , Chester. Oct 15. Finsbury circus 
BROWNE, GEORGE FREDERICK, Diss, Norfolk, itor. Oct 2° 29. Lyus and Son, 
CHIDLEY, pemaw, °¢ White Lion st, Norton Folgate, Lard Merchant. Sept 29. 
cras lane 


Robins, Pan 
CLAPHAM, SaMUEL, Bradford, t Sa Gent. Sept 11. Peel and Co, Bradford 


Oj mee RICHARD, ee ork, Brass Founder. Sept 22. Oxley and Cowar4, 


Fy Saran Ex, W: pnseer. +29. Smith and Atkinson, Rye 
JO. Sue Gian, SEUEAS, Tateidee ells, Esq. t+ 30. Johnson and Co, Austin- 


Hans, ances LaTHaM, Oakfield st, Brompton, Gent. Sept 26, Maude, Lincoln’s 
Hayter, Tom ve West Woodyates Manor, Dorset, Gent. Dec4. Pain and 
—" UES, MATILDA, Blomfield st, Westbourne terr. Sept 20, Emanuel and 
01 . ie uel anc 

| tances F Finsbury 
LIAM ARTRUB, Balliol College, Oxford, Esq: Sept 20. Hewlett and 


yn, © WILLIAM . 
J cam, y ts Wim Chemist. 1. Saleh Wimborne 
borne, Do: Sept 1, a 


, REUBEN, Brighton, i, tops 20. Emanuel 
La. Mazry ANN TrIe.apy, Southport, Lancaster. Sept 25. Parr and Co, 
MrITcHELL, RACHAEL, Eccles, Lancaster. Oct1. Wood and Sint Mapthenber 


Oaxay, JOSEPH, Clapham rd, Gent. Sept 29. Moon and Lincoln’s inn 

} ag Rabeveny i Donington Lincoln, Dra; +3. Rice and Co, —y 

= Gowbri " Major, Geman, rents. Oct 1. Stockwood 
iow 


PENCE, dee 6 Old Trafford, Lencantes, a Oct 1. og petton, Manchester 
Tomas, EVAN, ack Tag 29. Griffith i aaroend 
THomrson, Rev Moornouse, Lucker Bad ah wy Gierk in } dly Ord: 
Sept 20. Middlemas, Aln 


TINSsON, GEORGE, Woburn pl, Russe ‘~ : Oct 1. Tinsoi ha ped dis Lincoln’s inn 

ToLiER, RACHEL, Torquay. Sept 15. Torr and Co. 

hype CHARLOTTE ELSON, Fulfore, York. Sept 16. Toads and Co, Stock- 
m on 


‘WItpInG, James, High Ercall, Salop, Gent. Sept 30. Wade and Thomas, 


jhrewsbury 
bap om — Woolton, nr Liverpool. Oct1. Frodsham and Nicholson, 
ag 
WITHEY, . Pennington Farm, nr Lymington, Farmer. Nov 4. 
Basset’ ana Oe Co, ae. ® : 
' Gazette, Aug. 19.] 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

ARTINDALE.—August 22, at South Parade, 111, Manchester-road, Burnley, the 
wife of E. J. Artindale, soliciber, ofa ter. 

BIALE.—A) em. at 17, RH py teeny m, W., the wife of Raphael 
Ambrose le, solicitor, ofa ee 

DRAKE. wee bea 21, at 3, Lyndh urst-road, St. Leonards, Exeter, the wife of 
C. H. 2, solicitor, of a son. 

Lockwoop.—August 23, at Ravensdene, Scarborough, the wife of Frank Lock- 
wend, Q.C., of a daughter. 

NELL.—August 26, at 14, Brunswick-gardens, Compdqe-bil, the wife of 

Gooey Paul Macdonell, denis 77 ae a daughter. 


A 
BayYiis—Harrs.—August 23, at Streatham, 8.W., William Mortimer Baylis, of 
ered eine. barrister-at-law, to Harriette ” Frances, daughter of the late 
aries 
HarRvVEY—HOopER. PD ory gh ~ at a ager Nowell Harvey, barrister-at- 
a Temple, to Mary, f the late George Hooper, of 


ane near bag Kent. 
hh Henry Jones, solicitor, Cardiff, to 


Jo 26, at it 
Emily Mary, an ter of Joseph Spiers, Northumberland-avenue, Putney. 








LONDON _GAZETTES. 


BANKRUPTCIES UPTOIES ANNULLED. 
Under the ba Rmagem | et, 1869. 
‘ou, Bae Bishop Stoke, g hg Officer in Her Majesty’s Ary. 
THE BANKRUPTCY Avr, 1883, 
Frmay, A Ans 9, 1086 . 
sows, ATbert, Brown st, Leicester, Boo’ 00 uufacturer, Leicester. Pet July 
Augi8. Exam Oct 3 at 10 
Sashes George, wood, Licensed Victualler. Preston. Pet Augis. Ord 
ste ye _ Electro Plaie 


Bolton, Ann Maria, oa Herbert Henry 
Man . Pet Aug 18, i Angin Re eet 


2, George, d John Bell, Ni N tle on 
and 5 etn 
19. Ord A Aug i9. Exam i 
eres ei a Pet Aug 18. Ord Aug 18, Exam 


Cumberland, Builder. Carlisle, Pet 
=P yN 1 at Court-house 


d of business. High Court. Pet 
cba’ #: et ey 


te st, M Broker. Pg et Aug 18, Ord 
nae litt he ttenins inw tte 6 
Eccleston, Lancashire, Grocer. 


Cragg, James, . Preston. Pet Aug 19. Ord 
Augi9. Exam 19 

Cumberland, John Bedford, Builder. Bedford. Pet Aug 2. Ord Aug 
20. Exam Oct 16 


Davies, John, Ebb: Vale, Monmouthshire, Grocer. Tredegar. Pet Aug 19. Ord 
Aug 19. Ham Bopt 181 7 
sq. High Court. Pet May 2i. Ord Aug ®. 


Hem Oot Latit at 9 Linesive tas 
Lisare, King st, ‘Pwickeahaus, Grover. Brentford. Pot Aug 1% 
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Gorham, Edmund James, LA ig Builder. Tonbridge Wells. Pet Aug 18. 
Ord Exam 30 at 2.30 
Pr mg, Farnwo.: _ Lancashire, Boatbuilder. Bolton. Pet Augis. Ord 


18, Exam 3 at 1 
Ghbenaw; John | ently Accrington, Lan Engineer. Blackburn. Pet 
‘Aug 18. Ord Aug 18. Exam Sept 17 at 12 
Harvey, William aay” A Westbury, Wiltshire, Saddler. Frome. Pet Aug 18. 
Ord Aug 18. pt 5 at 3 
Honan. Synton Michael, Cam: Barnes, Doctor of Medicine. Wands- 


wo Pet 15, Ord ug 15. Exam Oct 2 at 11.30 
~ nerd eee Tailor. Sunderland. Pet Ang 20. Ord 


Jackson, — Walsall Wood, Staffordshire, Chain Maker. Walsall. Pet Aug 
20. Ord Aug 20. Exam Sept 8 at 2.90 
Leynies, ee Revert, Bloxwich, Staffordshire, Boat Steerer. Walsall. Pet Aug 
Exam Sept 8 at? 
Marsden, ico Leeds, Mungo Dealer. Leeds. Pet Aug 20. Ord Aug 20. Exam 


g 26 
= alin, Martin, Gt Grimsby, Telegraphist. Gt Grimsby. PetAug20. Ord Aug 
- Exam Sept 3 at 11.30 A Townhall, Gt paged 
rood Joseph Geo: Frege ~ er Clapton, Architect. Hi 
Neeert "Pet yo ~4 18. is. Exam ts 1 at 1 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn High 
a= _— Burringham colnshire, Farmer. Gt Grimsby.. Pet Aug 8. 
Au Exam Sept 3 at 11 at Townhall, Gt Grimsby 
oat i Daniel, Stanley, nr Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. . Liverpool. Pet July 
ton, Lancashire, Farmer. Bolton. Pet Aug 20. 


15. Exam § oo 4at 12 
erie 
Exam Sept 8 St 11 
ur William, Gravesend, Man me nA Licensed Victualler. 
wae Pet Aug 20. Ord A ug 20. "Exam 
pert, Joan, Laverpon, Coal Ream leon. Pot Aug 6. Ord Aug 18. 
xam a 
Tapers cond wy Birmingham, Publican, Birmingham. Pet Augs. Ord Augj 20, 
Ic 
Walker, A. Marclesfiels, Cheshire, Macclesfield. Pet Aug 20. Ord Aug 
2. Exam A 
. Eustonrd, Artist. High Court. Pet Aug 19. Ord 


Winder, Williams Char’ 
Augi19. Exam Oct 8 ry ‘11 at 34, Lincoln’s mn fields 


First MEETINGS. 
Andrews, Albert, Leicester, Bootmaker. Sept 1at38. 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
Bolton, Ann Maria, and Herbert Henry Bolton, Birmi Electro Plate 
— - Aug 29 at 11. Official Receiver, Whitehall chi chbrs, Colmore row, 
irmin 
Becker, Gorge Fleetwood, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Sept 1 at 2.30. 
ver, 14, Chapel st. Preston 
Bork , George, and John ell, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocers. Sept 2 at 12. Official 
Doce oe ounty chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 
Broad ” Fiastines , Builder, Sept 1 at 2. Official Receiver, Townhall 


no bpm 

Brough, Jacob, Greystone, nr Blackwell, Cumberland, Builder. Sept 5 at 3. 34, 
Fisher st, Carlisle 

Buckley, William Thomas, Finmstead, Kent, Grocer. Sept 1at2. Official Re- 


ceiver, 109, Victoria st, Westminste 
Cooper, Thomas, Greenhalgh, ae Kirkham, Brewer. Aug 29 at 2.30. Official Re- 
rook, Robert, Chapel Tahers Oreck, tun, Corshermsinth, Giemsaeaimabiins, 3 
rook, jun, emu 
men. ug 3 2% at11. Official Receiver, 6, Rutland st, Swansea “ee 
Cumberland, John sheuens, Bedford, Builder. eo 2ati1. Official Receiver, 8, 


St. ahd? ds sq, 

omas, Manchester Fancy Goods Manufacturer. Aug 29 at 11.30. Official 
Resclann. Ogden’s chbrs, foe int st, Manchester 

Donovan, W' , Wellow, nr Romsey, Surgeon. Aug 29 at 12. Official Receiver, 

4, East-street, Southampto: 
naan ote. Repton on | Real fields, Baker. Aug 29 at 1. 33, Carey st, 
coln’s 

Goater, Charies Lizars, King st, Twickenham, Grocer. Septiat 11. 28 and 29, 
St Swithin’s lane 

Gorham, Edmund James, Sevenoaks, Builder. Sept 2 at 2.30. Official Receiver, 
Grosvenor rd, Tonbridge Wells 

Guten, John, Farnworth, Lancashire, Boatbuilder. Aug 29at11. 16, Wood st, 


Grimshaw, John Thomas, Accrington, Lancashire, Mechanical Engineer. Aug 
29 at 12. County Court, Blackburn 

Harvey, William Henry bi Wiltshire, Saddler. Aug 30 at 11.45. Official 

iver. Bank chbrs, © Bris 

Holman, Thomas, Lewes, Gent Aug 30 at 2.30. Gildridge Hotel, Eastbourne 

Hoeegood, James, Timberscombe, p Seueennenenens, Farmer. Aug 30 at 3. Egre- 
mont Arms Hotel. Williton, So 

Fackoon, Charles, Walsall Woon. 1 Staffordshire, Chain Maker. Sept 8 at 10.30. 

fficial Reostve:. matte st, Walsall 

Sones, Wiliam, th, Ironmonger. Aug 80at11. Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, 

Lowndes, Edward, Bloxwich, Staffordshire, Boat Steerer. Sept 8 at12. Official 
Receiver, Bridge st Walsall 

Marsden, Joseph, Leeds, Mungo Dealer. Sept 3 at 11. Official Receiver, St 
Andrew’s chbrs, 22, Park row 

Norm nand, , Joseph, h, Armson rd, East Moulsey, Architect. Aug 29 at 11. 28 and 29, 

Nutt, uét, Timothy, Burringham, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Sept 1at11. The Yarborough 

Walker, Alfred, Alfred, Macclesfield, Chemist. Aug 29 at 3. 23, King Edward st, Mac- 

eld 
ins 1, teorge, Rochdale, Lancashire, out of business. Aug 29 at 3.30. ‘Town- 
oun Reanals Edward, St Clement’s lane, Lombard st. Septi1at11. 33,Carey 


ADJUDIOATIONS. 
or as co, Frederick, Bristol, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Bristol. Pet July 7. 


Broad, W Wiliam, i Bors, Northam re Hastin; Pet Aug 18. Ord Aug 18 
Brown, Frederi Houthemepton, Builders’ Factor. Southampton, 
Pet April 28. Ord A 


rite —— i LA, out of business. Worcester. Pet 
Pot Fuly ih s.2, Harmer villas, Forest Hl, Kent, no occupation Greenwich. 
Chariwood, William iis, Worcester, Hairdscasee,’ Worcester. Pet Aug 1. -Ovd 
oi ‘ha Southampton, Bootmaker. Southampton. Pet July 28. Ord 
ae i Qutaseis nr Kirkham, Lancashire, Brewer. Preston. Pet 
ws yes . , Ossett, Yorkshire, Worsted Spinner. Dewsbury. Pet July 
bro 
Co stint gmy tate ke rd, Holland park, out of occupation. High 


he Baer Be Ott, Faloon terr, Clapham Ji Cpe re 
Agent. fastewo Pet June a Ord Aug io ae 








12 mip: aesaentinasinone. a Leicester. Pot Aug 6’ 
maria 7, Wiliam James, ana Thomas Hoyland, Doncaster rd, Barnsley, Painters, 


26. Ord A 
fr nalppebabcrmecss Barnsley. Pet Aug 5. Ord 


amieson, Wi ee Tay. “Bea he Iron Moulder. Ashton 
Jones, - nd alybridg.” et July 0.00 an fameped. Pet July 31. 


Aug 19 
Julian, Thomas Ennor, , and Henry Jaen. Marshall st, St George’s rd, South- 
ay oa Gavaift. Pot Mar Ord Aug 14 


Tiddint, Joseph, Cologne nd, Wandeworth, Dullder . Wandsworth. Pet July 8. 
Mason, ‘Tomas William, Derby, Paint Merchant. Derby. Pet July 31. Ord 


ist ieee William, Gt Yarmouth, Fisherman. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Aug 12. 


Sag oe ee eee net July 2 2. Ord Ae Cia 
” samen. ana Robart An a 
iC! '. e 
wy i ¢ ee ¢ ~- pnONtANG IC nn atieh One eS STE Pet June 27. 


Stevens, John Pinfold, Gt Marlow, Buckinghamshire, out of business. Ayles- 


26. Ord Aug 19 
Watson, Ret July 36. (Os — Pet Aug6. Ord Aug <® 


Leeds. 
estacott, James, Torq cS ag ies Builder. Exeter. Pet Aug2. Ord Aug 


Winder William Char! rd, Artist. Pet Ang 19. ord Aug19 
The following amended Notice is 5 gubatinated, for that at, published in the London 
Gazette of the 19th August, 1884. 


Hardwicke, J. B., Threadneedle st, Banker’s Clerk. High Court. Ord made 
under sec 103. Ord Aug 13 


ry file ag ANNULLED. 
Cops rpm gg oy c : 
uw 4. ug 
2, chard, Jemma, address it Mon Gent. High Court. Adjud March 6, 


Venturer, ai Mark lane, Commission Merchant. High Court. Adjud 
March 10 Annul June 26 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
TUESDAY, Aug. 26, 1884. 
ew ote ¥ Fad me ‘bere ere Bookseller. Warwick. Pet 


4 Exam 
Boosey Wittens yp 1 Blackburn, Lancashire, Beam Warper. Blackburn. Pet 


A) 12, Ord A t 16 

Bilham, William his, Yeicoster,, Commission Agent. Leicester, Pet Aug 2, 

Ord Aug 22. Exam 

Blacks, James, Penarth, nr Cardiff, Clothier. Cardiff. Pet Aug2i. Ord Aug 21. 

Exam Oct 10 at 12.30 

Bases, George, eaaiand, Teeny: Sree, Bradford. Pet Aug 21. Ord 
Exam Oct 7 at 12 


Court. Pet 
OE Later ree et erences Bovis, 
Wi ug oe Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Northallerton. Pet 


Augs. Ord A 5 at 11.30 

3 Wi i . pan, PIRES See Sete = FUE, 
et Aug 6. Ord ae Exam 10 

Fawthrop, John, hn, Queensbury, nr Halifax. Pet Aug22. Ord 


aa Foster, John Godwin, Bristol, Coal Merchant, — Bristol. PetAug22. Ord Aug 
Fownes, g 23. Exam Oot , Margate, Job Master. Wandsworth. Pet Aug 20, 
Ord Aug 22 
Seige Feutaliire, Tinker, Weretignt. Halifax. Pet 
23, Exam 
Ry 2.) ee Leeds. Pet Aug 22. Ord Aug 22, 
oct Se guage Cheltenham. Pet Aug 22. Ord 


ones, William Exam ai Carnarvonshire, Quarryman. Bangor. Pet 
Aug 21. Ord Aug2i. Exam Sept 8 
Knox, James Hunter, Clap! orkshire, Surgeon. Bradford. Pet Aug 22. 
Ord Au . Exam Oct 7 at 12 
Sn a a ¥ Leicester. Pet Aug2i. Ord Aug 21. 
3 at 10 


South Stockton, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Stockton on Tees 

and antrek: Mary An. 8 Pet Aug 22. Ord Aug 22. Exam Sept 1 at 11 os County 

oft ‘Guaseieniion tne. Hollydale rd, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Wine Merchant, 
Ligh Court. Pet Aug 22. Ord Aug 22. Exam Oct 8 at 11 at'34, Lincoln’s inn 
ds 


my George, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. sip Pet Aug 19. Ord 

Raridawe J Sh’ Cheadle H Hulme, Cheshire, India Rubber Manufacturer 
way, Jose} 

Mitanchesi $ Pot Aus 31, Ore Sash. exam Sopt at 12.00 Merchants. 

Hi Court. et hee o Bod Ane a ag Got fat tt abe Lincoh 


Frederick Henry, Oct tat i at St, Lnoobn's fun — THRE, 
Aug 21. Te, tnd Herb we 
Rucker, a Diederick, and 
Bethnal Green, Middlesex, ky ackaon, Latehtord pers “3 
Ord Aug 23. Hixam Oct 8 at 11.at 94, Lincoln's inn fields 
tig  eeetge ote ean ela: 
22. 


Alexander, Old st, St Luke’s, Bootmaker. High Court. rp Ord 
aa 23. Hxam Oot ®t 1, at 94 Linens in inn fields 


Reeves, sen, and George Reeves Renith, jun, Aston uxta Birming- 
ham, Hotel Keepers. Birmingham. ee ee us B. ‘Henn Octo 
4 ne, C Exam Sept 25 at 12° eT 
ug 21. a 
Amos, Stanh : mee Pet 
Aug 2i. ot aa ia ad asec Linoainte tan: 


a Wigan. Rekeit Ord Ang 21. Exam 





es ee ee eee Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Aug 23. ‘Ord Aug 23. 
illiam, jun, Pecatten, Seinds: Preston. Pet Aug2t, Ord Aug 
. Exam Bept 26 
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= 


Tronfounder. Birmingham. Pet Aug 2 
iam, Speer, Pitningham, r ug 21, Ord 


The following amended notice is een py for that published in the London 


Gazette of 
Robinson, William, Birmingham, Bahia “bismine ham. Pet Aug9, Ord Aug 
_ 7 Norics oF Pustie 


Jones, George, Sheffield, Hatter. High Gon Os Oot 44 of 11 at 34, Lincoln's inn 


Bal, Witien, Liverpook P Provision  hagg  mrt Sept 8 at 8, Official Receiver, 
Bihan, Willis Bilis Laldesten on Agent, Sept 5 st 8, Official Re- 
ceiver, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
eee, S eoetien, Grocer, Sept 8 at 11. Official Receiver, 
0) 

yg ee bone, Architect, Sept 3 at 12. Official Receiver, 
be 1b Ric heed E Pentonville rd, House Agent, Sept 4 at 11. Bank- 

Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
oe J tae aerten Fensty, Devonshire, Farmer. Sept 3 at 8,30. 
cha, Hoses, a , re Broker. Sept 4 at 1, Bankruptcy bidgs, 

orb may BE n fields 

oa, Lancashire, Grocer, Sept 2 at 11. Official Re- 
Davies, Solin, ie Ghapel st, Bros Vale Monmouthshire, Grocer, Sept? ati2, Official Re- 
Y — m, Mark lane, Flour Factor. SeptSatii. 38, Carey st, 
» Fox, Leeds, Boot Mas facturer, Sept5at1l1. Official Receiver, St 


chy 
Andrey's chub, 22, Park ro 
H — Bares, Le ee of Medicine, Sept2at12. Official Re- 
43 ‘John Godwin, Bristol, Goal 


& ohn Godwin. "Bris tol, Goal. Merchant, Sept4at3, Official Receiver, 
‘ones, William David,  Senyeroes, Carnarvonshire, Quarryman. Sept 4 at 1. 
Great Grimsby, Telegraphist. Sept 3at 12. Official Receiver, 3, 


Steele Seam 
1. 33, 





Great Grims' 
econ -owerscroft rd, Lower Clapton, Architect. Sept 4 at 
st, Linco ‘3 inn 
rick, paqeootee, Chemist. Sept 9at2.30. Chief Official Receiver, 
83, Carey * Lincoln ’s 
Pastinatan. ohn, ‘Westhoughton, Lancashire, Farmer. Sept4atil. 16, Wood 
Regnee, Birmingham, Cost Merchant, Sept 4 at 8. Official Receiver, 
hitehall chbrs, Colmore row, B 
Reddaway, Joseph, Greate Hulme, Cheshire, India Rubber Minn tanhayer, Sept 
Sat ’ Official Receiver, Ogden’s chbrs, “Bridge st, Manches' 
Moseley, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Sept 4at i. ” Official Re- 
ceiver, chbrs, Bristol 
Joseph Seymour, King st, Cheapside, Solicitor, Sept 2? at 12. Bank- 
ruptcy Offices, Portugal st, Li *s inn fields 
am, Williaa, Forest gate, Heoex, Tailor. Sept 4 at 11. 88, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Smith, Reeves. sen, an Reeves Smith, jun, Aston-juxta-Bir- 
mingham, = eepers. Bont porte Official Reustver Whitehall chbrs, 
Colmore row, B 
Sparham, — William, Gravesend, Manager to a Victualler, Sept 3 at 11,80. 
Official Receiver, Eastgate, Rochester 
Stevens, John Fie Pinkola Gt Marlow, Buckingham, out of business. Sept 10 at 
title Gout Court, Aylesbury 
erick, Brighton, Newsagent. Sept $ at 12. 160, North st, 
nag ames, Wigan, Travelling Draper. aes at 10.30, County Court bldgs, 
Boot Maker. Sept 4 at 12. Official Re- 
I Newcastle on 
*Btoke | Ewindton, Jeweller, Sept 2 


, jun, Lancaster, Joiner. Sept 3 at 2. Law Society's Sale 
Room, Castle-hill House ad 
Fagaer, John, Birmingham. Publican. Sept 4 at 11. Official Receiver, Whitehall 
Birmingham 
m, gone oll 


Binninghe Sept 8 at Official Recei 
ii, ’ 
Whitehall chtrs. Colmore row, Birmin ‘: bi 


Walker, Hi 
4 og he ig Coal Merchant. Sept 5at2. Official Receiver, Lis- 
wan! Vi st, Liv 
Birkenhead 


eshire, Corn Merchant, t4at3. Official Re- 

celyer, Lisbon bidgs, Victoria st, Liverpool ad 
The following amended notice is ofthe och i for foes published in the London 
Thompson, William Vickers, re, Bishop uckland, Durham, Architect. Sept 8 at 3. 


Commercial Hotel, 
ADsUDICATIONS. 
Aptrons, Atnert, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Leicester. Pet July 31, Ord 
poeph Leeds, Baller. Leeds. Pet July %. Ord 
petri Uigareite Mantitacturer” ‘Laods, ane Aug 6. Ord 


¥ Cloth Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet Aug 9. 
phen ovkshine, ”~ 





Blogg, Charis Alfred, Oroydon, Motal Worker, Creydon, os be Bs Ont 


et aa Er Oe et aha 


Bary Ghats ef Architect, Scarborough. Pet June 
ichojag Johp, Newton Tracey Devonshire, Farmer, Barr 

BRET Yan ws Wesson ct Wandsworth, Pot July a4 
a4 Ord hua gant Pesos Ulrereten nd Bape 
eae Ebbw Vale, Monmouthshire, Grocer, Tredegar. Pet Aug 19. Ord 
Ford, Wiliam, ¥ Minchinhemptce, Gloucestershire, Colliery Proprietor, Sande 
Fox, am, Joh, arm pore Manufacturer, Leads Pot Ang 38. A wf a Ora 
ant ge, Westbury, Wiltahire, Saddler, Frome, Pet Aug is” 
am. David, Penygroes, Carnarvonshire, Quarryman. Bangor. Pet 
owndes, ais ward, Bloxwich, Staffordshire, Bost Steerer. Walsall. Pet Ang 19, 


peesetinn be fageds, 20. Ord A Ly 
wt isobert’ Joh John Mungo Dealt titer Wobsted Bpimncs 


MN pleney aes, Grafton st, Member of the Grafton Club, ons al 
atone, Rivers, et, Beceem, Tin Plate Worker, Birmingham, Pet July 19, Oni 
Weveen. Christopher, Birmingham, Dealer in China. Birmingham. Pet Aug®, y 


oO 
Ostity Tobe Bruce, Brighton, Gent. Brighton. Ord made under #0 108, Ond 


ue a 
Parkes, William, Ts vow nr Wolverhampton, Ship Broker, Wolverhampton. ” 
e Aug 
Partigton, Jolin, Westhoughton, Lancashire, Farmer. Bolton, Pet Aug 20,” 


eae 2. Ord Aue’ Barrow, Suffolk, Corn Marchant. Bury St Bdmunds, 
* “yeu intend wh Hairdresser, High Court, on 


kant, Pomoree’, Parmer. Yeovil. Pet Aug 8, eas A 
: Hampstend Fd, rd, Provision High Court, 


eld, Chester, Chemist. Macclesfield. Tet Aug 2. © 


wane, € Cheltenham, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Oheltens 


k Fi 
15. Ord Aug 22 
, out of baitaees. Nottingham. Pot Aug 8. Ord Aug 22 


ICATION 
a * Wine Merchant. 


ug 20 


ham, Pet A’ 
pe Phoebe 

ranklin, James Strickland, Ely, 
os Adjud soe Annul 
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SCH WEITZER'S COCOATINA 
Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
@onsnthes ible Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with a of fat 
“ the most Lunches per- 
od invalentic fe for bb pee 
commended by the entire 
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Law Wigs and Gowns for B 
and Clerks of 


CORPORATION ROBES, OMIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1699, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 
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